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October 15, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communicatlons Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolog!sts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionaiity

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment | wlil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Amlit Chaudhari

4 Mark PI

Ocean, NJ 07712
USA




Matthew Wells
PO Box 8395
Austin, TX

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can [ expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways [ haven't even thought of? I value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
cquipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Matthew Wells
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October 15, 2003

Commissioner Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Albert Sweigart

1600 Royal Crest Dr #208
Anstin, TX 78741

Usa
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October 15, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Comtnlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngton, D C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptian of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers [lke me
actually want, and it could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functlionailty.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technelogy for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michae! Kimmet

5005 Windsor Avenue
Edina, MN 55438
USA
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Qctober 15, 2003

Commissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C. 205564

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadceast flag" technology for digital televislon As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlll enable the studios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create. This will resuit [n products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jonathan Nesser
410 Barker St
Florence, KS 88851
USA
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October 15, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive matket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie smdios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
techtiology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jay Younker

200 W Stevenson St
Gibsonburg, OH 43431
UsA
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October 15, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digjtal
television. As a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulttmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
thetr customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenior
functionahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Roland Sanchez
7383 38th St East
Sarasota, FL 34243
USA




Christopher Muellenbach
510 75th Street Southeast
Unit 103
Everett, Washington 98203
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to~room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Christopher Muellenbach




Robert Killingsworth
3024 Ross Road
Palo Alto CA 94303

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is in neither my interest nor the public interest.

I refer you to Prof. E. Felten's testimony to Congress on this issue. He exlains cogently why the FCC should
refrain from technological mandates in this area.

Sincerely,

Robert Killingsworth




Kimberly Martin—Mubasu
13717 Autumn Vale Ct
Chantilly, VA 20151

Commuissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts. I hate that I have lost the option
of viewing on demand films on my computer using Intertainer.com and I would hate to lose my fisture
viewing options as a result of this regulation.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Martin—Mubasu
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October 15, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

['am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dightal television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' ablitty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plsase do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Douglas Flelds

400 East 77th St #8E
New York, NY 10021
USA
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October 15, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commilssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngton, D C. 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

I 'am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technalogy for digital television As a
consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowihg movie studlios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llike me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | wlil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Josh Cepek

8309 14th Ave S
Richtield, MN 55423
USA
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OQctober 15, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlecations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

['am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wliil enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

i the FCC Issues a broadceast flag mandate, | would actually be less iikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | wlil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dee Jay De Jaye

2664 Paxton St
Woodbridge, VA 22192
USA
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October 15, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I am writing to wvoice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DITV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want., and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an i1nvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

William Russell

30 South St

Chagrin Falls, OH 44022
USA
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October 15, 2003

Commuissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ultumate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electroncs must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functonality.

[f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recewvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digstal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Joseph Hemandez
910 lakeshore dr

apt 20

Houghton, MI 49931
USA
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October 15, 2003

Coemmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumnications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurners like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lumit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Matthew Schonert
15410 30th Ave
Manon, MI 49665
USA
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Octaober 15, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Comnunications Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I an writing to voice mny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veta features of DTV-reception egquipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC 1issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not

mnandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tinme.

Sincerely.

Greg Ballinger
26424 Sw 173 Place
Homestead, FL 33031
USA
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QOctober 15, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commigsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michaet Copps,

I'am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to innovate for their
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wliil enable the studios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actuaily want, and It could result In me belng echarged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Yakov Shafranovich
7802 21st Ave #3D
Brooklyn, NY 11214
USA
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October 15, 2003

Commissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

f-am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate tor their
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studlos to tel! technologists
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more money for inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | wlll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Adam Hughes

58 Downing Dr

Chesapeake Clty, MD 21815
USA




Daena M. Creel
PO Box 85
141 Main ST
York Springs, PA 17372
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. I expect to be able to watch a program in
whatever room I choose, not to be limited by the broadcast flag to watch in one place. If video taping a show
is a fair use, then fair use should also include the freedom to watch a show in the bedroom or in the living
room, as I choose.

In addition, with the high cost of new digital equipment, I should be able to purchase one digital display to use
for both my computer and my television viewing. I can't invest in a $4,000 television, and a wide, digital
computer monitor, but a combined viewer would be more in line with my budget. These devices are already
available, and I should be able to use an item for more than one purpose if I so desire.

I do not understand how "free television" could be so restricted. The law states that using a VCR for
time—shifting broadcast television shows is a fair use. How can restricting my fair use be approriate? [
completely disagree with the entire concept, and strongly urge the FCC to oppose this regulation.

Sincerely,

Daena M. Creel
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Qctober 15, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital televislon. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This wlill result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an [nvestment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for diglital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Barry Welkle

2112 Short St

Fort Wayne, IN 48808
uUsAa
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October 15, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulttmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessasly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior
funcuonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recetvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televiston. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Long

507 Woodland Ave.
Wooster, OH 44691
USA
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October 16, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatons Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Drew Matamales

691 Qak Point Dnve
Oak Park, CA 91377
USA
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Qctober 16, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opporition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Michael Kemper

1388 Callifornia St. 404A
San Francisco, CA 94109
usa
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October 16, 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HU

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want., and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for yvour tinme

Sincerely.

Sage felker

3821 france ave s
Hinneapolis., MH 55416
TSA




